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SUPPORTING NETWORK SELF-HEALING AND 
OPTIMIZATION 

CROSS-REFERENCE TO RELATED 
APPLICATIONS 

[0001] This application is a continuation-in-part of US. 
patent application Ser. No. 11/367,240 ?led on Mar. 3, 2006, 
the disclosure of Which is incorporated herein by reference 
in its entirety. This application is also related to US. patent 
application Ser. No. (Attorney Docket No. 7784 
001017) and US. patent application Ser. No. (Attor 
ney Docket No. 7784-001018), ?led on the same date as this 
application, the disclosures of Which are incorporated herein 
by reference in their entirety. 

FIELD 

[0002] The present disclosure relates generally to commu 
nication and electronic data exchange netWorks and more 
particularly (but not exclusively) to methods and systems for 
supporting netWork self-healing and optimization in net 
Work-centric operations and/ or other netWork environments, 
including but not limited to system-of-systems environ 
ments. 

BACKGROUND 

[0003] The statements in this section merely provide back 
ground information related to the present disclosure and may 
not constitute prior art. 

[0004] As communication and electronic data exchange 
netWork environments become increasingly complex, 
chances increase for failure of netWorks and/or nodes sup 
porting the networks. Factors such as Weather, equipment 
breakdown and mobility of netWork nodes are common 
causes of netWork capability degradation. In netWork-centric 
operations (NCO), it is highly desirable to maintain a good 
operational environment. 

SUMMARY 

[0005] The present disclosure, in one implementation, is 
directed to a method of managing a netWork including a 
plurality of nodes and a plurality of applications of the 
nodes. The method includes con?guring a plurality of nodes 
and a plurality of applications of the netWork to refer to the 
same frameWork of prede?ned netWork capabilities. Each of 
the applications is con?gured to implement one or more of 
the capabilities. Each of the applications also is con?gured 
to negotiate, as to each of the one or more capabilities, With 
the nodes to obtain a netWork resource to support the one or 
more capabilities. The method further includes con?guring 
each node to negotiate, after an application obtains a net 
Work resource, With other nodes to optimiZe netWork 
resource allocation. 

[0006] In another implementation, the disclosure is 
directed to a netWork including a plurality of nodes and a 
plurality of applications of the nodes. Each node and appli 
cation is con?gured to refer to the same frameWork of 
prede?ned netWork capabilities. Each application is further 
con?gured to implement one or more of the capabilities 
subject to one or more performance parameters prede?ned 
for the one or more application capabilities. Each node is 
further con?gured to negotiate, as to each of the capabilities, 
With other nodes to obtain netWork resources to support one 
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or more of the capabilities in accordance With one or more 
of the one or more performance parameters. Each node also 
is further con?gured to negotiate, as to each capability, With 
other nodes to optimiZe netWork resource allocation after a 
netWork resource is obtained to support one or more of the 
capabilities. 

[0007] In another implementation, the disclosure is 
directed to a netWork including a plurality of nodes and a 
plurality of applications of the nodes. Each node and appli 
cation is con?gured to refer to the same frameWork of 
prede?ned netWork capabilities. Each application is further 
con?gured to implement one or more of the capabilities 
subject to one or more performance parameters prede?ned 
for the one or more application capabilities. Each node is 
further con?gured to, for each capability, determine a cumu 
lative value of resource allocation to the applications, and 
negotiate, for each capability, With other nodes to optimiZe 
the cumulative value. 

[0008] In yet another implementation, the disclosure is 
directed to a method of optimiZing a netWork including a 
plurality of applications. For each application, one or more 
performance parameters are speci?ed for each capability 
attributed to the application from a prede?ned set of capa 
bilities, and for each attributed capability of the application, 
one or more netWork resources are assigned to the applica 
tion. For each capability in the prede?ned set, a cumulative 
value of resource usage is determined for each netWork 
resource assigned to the applications. For one capability in 
the prede?ned set, a functionality level of one of the 
performance parameters is modi?ed to optimiZe the cumu 
lative value. In such manner, a node can negotiate With a 
netWork environment so that other nodes may, in real time, 
be optimiZed for their oWn netWork resource allocation 
based, for example, on their assigned priorities and mini 
mum capability needs to maintain their oWn application 
success probabilities. 

[0009] Further areas of applicability Will become apparent 
from the description provided herein. It should be under 
stood that the description and speci?c examples are intended 
for purposes of illustration only and are not intended to limit 
the scope of the present disclosure. 

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS 

[0010] The draWings described herein are for illustration 
purposes only and are not intended to limit the scope of the 
present disclosure in any Way. 

[0011] FIG. 1 is a diagram of a frameWork for capability 
effectiveness assurance in accordance With one implemen 
tation of the present disclosure; 

[0012] FIG. 2 is a diagram of a netWork-centric environ 
ment in accordance With one implementation of the present 
disclosure; 

[0013] FIG. 3 is a control matrix in accordance With one 
implementation of the present disclosure; 

[0014] FIG. 4 is a How diagram ofa method ofperforming 
self-healing in accordance With one implementation of the 
present disclosure; 

[0015] FIG. 5 is a diagram of ad-hoc modeling in accor 
dance With one implementation of the present disclosure; 
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[0016] FIG. 6 is a How diagram ofa method of optimizing 
a network in accordance With one implementation of the 
present disclosure; 

[0017] FIG. 7A is a ?rst portion of a control/resource 
matrix in accordance With one implementation of the present 
disclosure; and 

[0018] FIG. 7B is a second portion of the control/resource 
matrix shoWn in FIG. 7A. 

DETAILED DESCRIPTION 

[0019] The following description is merely exemplary in 
nature and is not intended to limit the present disclosure, 
application, or uses. 

[0020] Although various implementations of the present 
disclosure are described With reference to netWork-centric 
operations (NCO) and military applications, the disclosure is 
not so limited. The disclosure may be implemented relative 
to many different netWorks and netWork-centric environ 
ments, including but not limited to various enterprise sys 
tems and non-military applications. 

[0021] It is highly desirable for NCO devices, systems and 
equipment to be and remain interoperable, e.g., during battle 
conditions. HoWever, although such systems might be intro 
duced into battle conditions With speci?c NCO capability, as 
battle progresses, the impact of battle typically can cause 
degradation of data streams and communications links. Thus 
the chance that the planned NCO capability effectiveness 
Would be maintained can quickly diminish. If a key link fails 
in a stovepipe system, a total loss of planned-for capabilities 
can result. 

[0022] It is contemplated that enterprises Will be called on 
to run applications in a NCO environment using netWork 
resources from a plurality of netWorks, e.g., to support a 
speci?c mission. Such applications might provide netWork 
capabilities as Well as require netWork capabilities that 
might not be adequate and/or available, e.g., in the current 
netWork of a mission commander. Furthermore, resources, 
nodes and applications may be constantly changing. Devices 
may fail, nodes may enter and leave a netWork, and appli 
cations may run in an ad-hoc manner, competing for 
resources. 

[0023] Although it is highly desirable to ensure that net 
Work capabilities are available to support a mission, enter 
prises might not provide information in the same manner 
With respect to What capabilities are needed or provided. 
Furthermore, When degradation occurs in a NCO environ 
ment, it frequently is characterized in terms of a component 
failure rather than a degradation of capability. It can be 
dif?cult to assess a total impact across all applications in a 
netWork as to capabilities to support a mission. It can be 
even more dif?cult to ?x and optimize a NCO environment 
Without an appropriate characterization of the NCO capa 
bilities. 

[0024] In US. patent application Ser. No. 11/367,240 ?led 
on Mar. 3, 2006, the disclosure of Which is incorporated 
herein by reference in its entirety, control modules are 
described Which may arbitrate application, device and net 
Work capability requirements. In such manner, con?ict may 
be resolved and effectiveness may be optimized With respect 
to, e.g., processing, storage, and communication links. 
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Needs of NCO capabilities may be balanced to maximize 
overall probability of effectiveness of intended NCO capa 
bilities. 

[0025] In various implementations of the present disclo 
sure, different enterprises in a NCO environment may pro 
vide diverse resources, nodes, and applications to the envi 
ronment to achieve a speci?c mission. Resources may 
include devices such as servers, processors and security 
devices as Well as substantially any other asset or application 
required to enable a NCO capability needed to accomplish 
a task/mission. Nodes on a netWork may be, e.g., sensors, 
effectors, or command and control points Which may include 
aircraft, ships, ground force radios, satellites, and/or other 
entities that part of the netWork. 

[0026] In various implementations and as further 
described beloW, self-healing capability effectiveness assur 
ance (CEA) may be provided as to each of a plurality of 
capabilities shared among enterprises. Support and interac 
tion may be provided from application to device and then to 
the end-to -end resource and performance management of the 
environment utilized. In various implementations of the 
disclosure of US. patent application Ser. No. 11/367,240, 
capability effectiveness assurance (CEA) may be provided at 
an application level. In some implementations of the present 
disclosure, CEA self-healing is provided that can cross 
enterprise boundaries. Additionally, speci?c core CEA capa 
bilities may be off-loaded to separate enterprises, e.g., to 
maintain CEA across an integrated battle space. 

[0027] Various implementations of the disclosure may 
provide self-healing of systems operating betWeen multiple 
enterprises as Well as the other systems operating Within 
such enterprises. Such self-healing can be accomplished 
through management on a capability-by-capability basis 
While possible con?ict and performance impacts to the 
overall environment are taken into account. Such self 
healing can take place in real time under ad-hoc conditions, 
so that, e.g., an expected probability of success of a mission 
may be maintained. 

[0028] In various implementations, a common frameWork 
is provided for healing and optimizing an NCO environment 
to assure capability effectiveness for a mission. A frameWork 
for NCO capability effectiveness assurance (CEA) includes 
a plurality of hierarchical capability levels (each level of 
Which may also be referred to in this disclosure and in the 
claims as a “capability”): (1) interoperability, (2) informa 
tion assurance, (3) data management, (4) knoWledge man 
agement, and (5) collaboration in communities of interest. 
The capability levels (1) through (5) operate in a distinct 
hierarchical and dependent relationship. More speci?cally, a 
higher level requires the availability of capabilities provided 
by loWer levels (if any) utilized. For example, information 
assurance (level 2) requires that interoperability (level 1) be 
operational ?rst, so that an actual data link may be available 
via Which information assurance activities may communi 
cate. In the same or similar manner, capability level 3 
requires availability of levels 2 and 1, and so on. 

[0029] These capability levels, Which are further described 
beloW, may be imposed on nodes, resources, and applica 
tions such that each node, resource, and/or application can 
be described in terms of the capabilities that they provide, 
and the capabilities that they require. In such manner, there 
can be a common frame of reference to plan an extent of 
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capabilities needed from diverse enterprises, and dynami 
cally assess cumulative capabilities in the NCO environ 
ment, e.g., during the course of a mission. 

[0030] A framework for capability effectiveness assurance 
is indicated generally in FIG. 1 by reference number 4. Each 
capability level 6 may be evaluated as to performance 
parameter(s) 8, resource parameter(s) 10, application priori 
ty(s) 12, and capability relationship(s) 14. Performance 
parameters 8 are customer-driven operational characteristics 
that may be, e.g., performance-focused or requirements 
focused, that are measurable and that relate to a particular 
capability. In some implementations, a performance param 
eter may be derived from Key Performance Parameters 
(KPPs), e.g., Net-Ready Key Performance Parameters (NR 
KPPs), as de?ned by the United States Department of 
Defense. Performance parameters utiliZed may be those that 
are anticipated to be key to evaluating the usability and 
availability of candidate capabilities during mission plan 
ning and during healing and optimiZation as further 
described beloW. For example, a performance parameter 8 
may specify a type of support for integrated architecture 
products, information assurance accreditation, or compli 
ance to a key interface pro?le. Performance parameters 8 are 
speci?ed based, e.g., on operational needs of a mission and 
are used to determine Whether a NCO environment in Which 
the mission is to be performed meets capability needs of the 
mission. 

[0031] Resource parameters 10 are basic resource criteria 
that identify real World constraints and needs of the associ 
ated capability. A resource parameter 10 may specify one of 
a Wide variety of resources, including but not limited to 
CPU, storage, bandWidth, and I/O ports. It should be noted 
that resources can also include physical units. Thus a 
resource parameter 10 may specify, e.g., Whether an NES 
encryption device is available to support information assur 
ance requirements. Further, each capability 6 may require 
some measure of CPU/storage from available CPU/storage. 
After the required CPU/ storage is analyZed for all capabili 
ties 6, the remaining CPU/ storage can be set aside for users. 
The resource parameters 10 may be a target of optimiZation 
across a capability 6. If capability resource parameters 10 
can be minimized, more resource can be freed up for use. 
Application priority 12 provides a means to resolve conten 
tion betWeen competing users for a ?nite amount of netWork 
resources at each particular capability level 6. 

[0032] Information 14 regarding the relationship of one 
capability 6 to another capability 6 is speci?ed. This hier 
archical dependence, as previously described, is used to 
specify a particular order for analyZing capabilities to ?nd 
solutions or optimiZe capability resources. The use of a 
particular analysis order can ensure that solutions at one 
capability level still support higher capability levels that 
depend on the loWer capability level. 

[0033] In various implementations, the disclosure is 
directed to systems for and methods of providing for self 
healing and optimiZation of a netWork-centric environment. 
An exemplary netWork-centric environment is indicated 
generally in FIG. 2 by reference number 20 and shall 
hereinafter be referred to as a netWork. The netWork 20 
includes a plurality of nodes 28 each capable of communi 
cating With and/or being interrogated by one or more nodes 
28 of the netWork. One or more nodes 28 may be ad hoc 
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and/or mobile. At least one node 28 includes a system 40 that 
provides for self-healing and subsequent self-optimiZation, 
as further described beloW, in accordance With an imple 
mentation of the disclosure. The system 40 includes at least 
one computer 44 having a processor and memory con?gured 
to communicate With at least one other node 28. It should be 
noted that although the system 40 is shoWn in FIG. 2 as a 
single entity, the system 40 is typically distributed through 
out the netWork 20 and is likely to be implemented at least 
in part using a plurality of ad-hoc nodes 28. 

[0034] Unless otherWise indicated, the term “node” may 
include a netWork, a sub-netWork, a sub-node and/or an 
elemental node of a netWork, and the term “netWork” may 
include a sub-netWork, a system-of-systems, an enterprise 
(i.e., a netWork of netWorks) and/or a netWork-centric opera 
tions environment. It should be noted that various imple 
mentations are contemplated in connection With many types 
of multi-layered netWorks and NCO environments, and so 
the terms “node”, “netWork”, “system” and the like may be 
used interchangeably. An entity that connects to a level 
above itself may be referred to as a “node”, e.g., by the 
higher-level netWork to Which the connection is made. Thus, 
in some contexts, an application could be referred to as a 
“node”. 

[0035] The nodes 28 support one or more applications 34. 
As previously mentioned, a frameWork based on a set of 
netWork capabilities may be prede?ned for the netWork 20 
and may be imposed on the netWork 20. Accordingly, in 
various implementations of the disclosure, a plurality of, 
e.g., substantially all, nodes 28 and applications 34 are 
implemented With reference to the same frameWork of 
prede?ned netWork capabilities. One or more of the pre 
de?ned netWork capabilities may be attributed to a given 
application 34 and/or node 28 of the netWork 20. For 
example, a node 28 and/or application 34 may utiliZe, and 
thus be attributed With, one or more of the foregoing ?ve 
capabilities, characterized as folloWs: 

[0036] l) Interoperability: capability to connect, com 
municate, exchange, and understand information and 
operate together to achieve a common goal. Modeling 
of interoperability and its system impacts Would take, 
e.g., the folloWing aspects into consideration: 

[0037] (a) development and usage of standardiZed 
System of System (SoS) common NCO architectures 
and reference models, based around Open Systems 
Interconnection (OSI) layers and Internet Protocol 
(IP) utiliZing common data communication method 
ologies and technologies addressing planned capa 
bility groWth and obsolescence avoidance; and 

[0038] (b) information, communication and applica 
tion interoperability; 

[0039] (c) minimum level(s) of communication 
betWeen nodes and enterprises. 

[0040] 2) Information assurance: Assurance that a sys 
tem can be relied on to provide data that is trustWorthy 
and secure. Modeling of information assurance and its 
system impacts Would take, e.g., the folloWing aspects 
into consideration: 

[0041] (a) providing for measures that protect and 
defend information and information systems by 
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ensuring their availability, integrity, authentication, 
con?dentiality and non-repudiation; 

[0042] (b) providing for restoration of information 
systems by incorporating protection, detection, and 
reaction capabilities; 

[0043] (c) methodologies for authorization, veri?ca 
tion, detection and defense of a NCO system oper 
ating in a multiple-level security (MLS) environ 
ment. 

[0044] 3) Data management: Capability to store, share, 
organize, retrieve and distribute understandable infor 
mation and its importance and implications of infor 
mation to achieve a goal. Modeling of data manage 
ment and its system impacts Would take, e.g., the 
folloWing aspects into consideration, to alloW for iden 
ti?cation of common data sharing modes and/or for 
mats supported and/or currently utilized: 

[0045] (a) development of information dissemination 
management systems for intelligent data-centric 
driven knoWledge creation and conversion of data to 
knoWledge before presentation to user via a seamless 
and/ or intuitive human interface to address standard 
human interface for device/system type, man-ma 
chine interface, NCO human factors, and common/ 
standard device interface for device/system type; 

[0046] (b) understanding of tools for automatic 
analysis of developed data alignment, commonality 
veri?cation, completeness and comparison; develop 
ment and retrieval of lessons learned, and basic 
knoWledge management; 

[0047] (c) understanding of ontology and lexicon 
(including common format, metadata, language 
translation, vocabulary development) as applied to 
NCO knoWledge management including bridging 
methodologies to harmonize different ontologies. 

[0048] 4) Knowledge management: Ability to locate 
and obtain information With or Without prior knoWl 
edge of its location or oWnership. Modeling of knoWl 
edge management and its system impacts Would take, 
e.g., the folloWing aspects into consideration, to alloW 
for identi?cation of common knoWledge sharing meth 
odologies supported and/or currently utilized: 

[0049] (a) registration (ad hoc and a priori) in a 
system of systems (SoS) environment, With system 
and node level differentiation discussions; 

[0050] (b) in a system of systems (808) environment, 
With system and node level differentiation discus 
sions, discovery (such as publish and subscribe, 
smart pull/smart push, information brokerage, 
handle-information-only-once), failure mode, criti 
cality analysis, and systemized risk assessment. 

[0051] 5) Collaboration in communities of interest: 
Ability for users, across systems and systems of sys 
tems, to collaborate, e.g., in tWo types of groups of 
common interest: birds of a feather groups (subject 
matter experts) and groups focused on completing a 
speci?c task Who locate and obtain information With or 
Without prior knoWledge of its location or oWnership. 
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[0052] In various implementations of the present disclo 
sure, capability effectiveness assurance (CEA) may be pro 
vided With reference to the foregoing capability frameWork. 
CEA is a capability to acquire information and services from 
a plurality of sources across a netWork, system and/or 
system-of-systems, e.g., to enable mission completion in a 
mutually optimized manner across the netWork, system 
and/or system-of-systems, and to provide for ad-hoc self 
healing across the netWork, system and/or system-of-sys 
tems. Reference is made to Us. patent application Ser. No. 
11/367,240, entitled “Supporting Effectiveness of Applica 
tions in a NetWork Environment”, the disclosure of Which is 
incorporated herein by reference in its entirety. In patent 
application Ser. No. 11/367,240, methods and systems are 
described Whereby netWork applications may negotiate With 
one another to obtain netWork resources. 

[0053] In various implementations of the present disclo 
sure, each application 34 is con?gured to implement one or 
more capability of the foregoing capability frameWork sub 
ject to one or more performance parameters prede?ned for 
the application capability(s). In various implementations and 
as further described beloW, performance parameters may be 
prede?ned based, e.g., on Key Performance Parameters 
(KPPs) provided by the Us. Department of Defense (DoD). 
Additionally, each application 34 and/or node 28 is con?g 
ured to negotiate, as to each of its capability(s), With the 
nodes 28 for a netWork resource such as processing, storage, 
bandWidth and/or input/output (I/O) ports to support the 
application capability(s) in accordance With one or more 
performance parameters. Each node 28 is con?gured to 
negotiate, as to each capability in the frameWork, With the 
applications 34 and other nodes 28 to optimize netWork 
resource allocation to the applications 34 and to the other 
nodes 28. Resource optimization thus can be performed on 
an ad-hoc basis, across netWork boundaries and betWeen 
layers of netWorks. 

[0054] In an ad-hoc netWork environment, the allocation 
and use of resources can be subject to rapid change. Com 
petition for netWork resources among nodes With different 
levels of resource priorities could result in unexpected 
shortages of one or more netWork resource. In various 

implementations of the disclosure, in the event, e.g., of a 
reduction in one or more netWork capabilities of a given 
application 34, the reduction may be automatically 
addressed in the netWork environment to alloW the applica 
tion 34 to be implemented. Nodes may negotiate in the 
netWork-centric environment, e.g., With next-level environ 
ment master registration modules, to resolve the capability 
change, until, e.g., based on a probability of effectiveness 
associated With the given application 34, the application is 
provided With one or more netWork resources resolving the 
capability change. Negotiation may include the changing 
(e.g., reduction) of one or more priorities associated With the 
given application 34, for example, if desired by a mission 
approval authority that originally assigned the associated 
priorities. The application 34 may be terminated, e.g., by a 
mission authority or an environment register module (if so 
enabled), if critical resources are not available to resolve the 
change or if resources are available but do not satisfy a 
priority assigned to the application. 

[0055] For an application 34, each frameWork capability 
attributed to the application may be conditioned by one or 
more performance parameters speci?c to the application and 
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to the capability. A performance parameter conditions activ 
ity of an application or standalone node by, e.g., de?ning a 
critical operational capability of the application or node. A 
performance parameter thus may be expressed, e.g., in terms 
such as “bandWidth supported” or “sensor detection range”. 

[0056] For example, and referring to FIG. 1, Where an 
application 34 is for an ability to send voice-over-Internet 
Protocol (VoIP), tWo of the foregoing netWork capabilities 
may be attributed to the application: (1) interoperability and 
(2) information assurance. A ?rst interoperability perfor 
mance parameter PP1 may be used to specify a connection 
type that the application/host device can support. There 
could be, for example, tWo connection options for the VoIP 
application 34, each of Which may be referred to as a 
“functionality level”: F1, e.g., a satellite phone connection, 
and/or F2, e.g., an FM line-of-sight transceiver connection. 
In the present example, functionality level F1 has a prob 
ability of effectiveness of x % and functionality level F2 has 
a probability of effectiveness of y %. A probability of 
effectiveness may be de?ned as a probability that a capa 
bility (in this case, interoperability) can achieve a desired 
result. A second interoperability performance parameter PP2 
may be used to specify bandWidth(s) supported using the 
foregoing tWo functionality levels. 

[0057] For the information assurance capability for the 
present exemplary VoIP application 34, there may be one 
performance parameter: Whether or not a user has the correct 
passWord to alloW access to other VoIP application(s). Thus 
the performance parameter PP1 speci?es “1” and a prob 
ability of effectiveness of 100%, indicating that Where the 
user has the correct passWord, there is projected to be a 
100% probability of effectiveness With respect to informa 
tion assurance for the VoIP application 34. The exemplary 
VoIP application 34 Would not utiliZe the higher-order 
capabilities, i.e., data management, knowledge manage 
ment, and collaboration of communities of interest. It should 
be noted that a Wide variety of performance parameters 
could be de?ned. 

[0058] In various implementations of the disclosure, each 
application 34 and/or node 28 has its oWn control matrix in 
Which various values may be tracked. An exemplary control 
matrix is indicated generally in FIG. 3 by reference number 
100. As further described beloW, a control matrix 100 for an 
application 34 may be used differently from a control matrix 
100 for a node 28. 

[0059] In the present exemplary implementation, perfor 
mance parameters are prede?ned based on Net-Ready Key 
Performance Parameters (NR-KPPs) provided by the U. S. 
Department of Defense (DoD). As knoWn in the art, KPPs 
are measurable, testable, or calculable characteristics and/or 
performance metrics required for timely, accurate and com 
plete exchange and use of information. The KPPs may be 
based, e.g., on Key Interface Pro?les (KIPs). It should be 
understood, hoWever, that other or additional types of per 
formance parameters could be used in various implementa 
tions. 

[0060] In the present exemplary implementation, up to 
four performance parameters 108 may be provided for each 
capability 104. Additionally or alternatively, more than or 
less than four performance parameters could be used in 
various implementations, although using more than four 
performance parameters might require, e. g., additional pro 
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cessing time. As shoWn in FIG. 3, one performance param 
eter 108 for interoperability includes three functionality 
levels F1, F2 and F3. Although other performance param 
eters 108 for interoperability and other capabilities 104 may 
also specify functionality levels, only interoperability per 
formance parameter KPP1 is shoWn for clarity. 

[0061] For each capability 104, resource parameters 118 
indicate resource usage by the application. Availability of 
resources may be updated substantially continuously as 
conditions change. For the present exemplary matrix 100, 
resource parameters 118 are included for processing 124, 
storage 128, bandWidth 132, and input/output (I/O) ports 
136. For a given capability 104, the resource parameters 118 
for each resource may indicate a range 138 of values, e.g., 
a minimum value 140, an average value 142, and a maxi 
mum value 144 of each identi?ed resource of the netWork 20 
required to operate every sub-capability of the given capa 
bility 104 utiliZed by the application 34 and/or node 28. 
Accordingly, values included in the resource parameters 118 
may represent, e.g., physical units such as gigabytes of 
storage or megabits of bandWidth. 

[0062] As shoWn in FIG. 3, only one resource parameter 
118, i.e., for interoperability processing, is indicated for 
clarity. The three processing ranges 138 support the interop 
erability KPP1 functionality levels F1, F2 and F3 respec 
tively. Other types of values also are contemplated and may 
vary Widely in accordance With a Wide variety of types of 
resources that may be speci?ed in various implementations. 
In the present exemplary implementation, up to four 
resources 118 per capability 104 per application 34 may be 
speci?ed. Other numbers of resources are possible, although 
specifying more than four resources may, e.g., increase 
processing time in the network. 

[0063] It should be noted generally that a capability is 
provided by the sum of its sub-capabilities. Thus “sub 
capability” may be used to refer, for example, to interoper 
ability utiliZed by one application 34 of a node 28 having 
tWo applications 34, While “capability” may refer to total 
interoperability utiliZed by the node, i.e., interoperability 
utiliZed by both applications. Similarly, interoperability uti 
liZed by one (a “?rst”) node 28 may be a sub-capability of 
a second node of Which the ?rst node is a sub-node. The term 
“capability” may be used in this disclosure and in the claims 
to refer to a sub-capability and/or a capability. 

[0064] Each capability 104 may be assigned one or more 
priorities 150. A priority 150 is applicable to, and in the 
present implementation, corresponds to, a resource. Thus, 
referring to FIG. 3, priority P1 is applicable to CPU, and 
priority P2 is applicable to storage. A relationship hierarchy 
154 is de?ned among the NCO capabilities 104, to specify 
an order in Which the capabilities 104 are evaluated, e.g., in 
negotiation for resources as further described beloW. It can 
be appreciated by those knoWledgeable in the art that the 
order of the hierarchy 154 re?ects relative dependencies 
intrinsic to the capabilities 104. For example, interoperabil 
ity 158 is ?rst in the hierarchy 154 since interoperability is 
the ultimate basis from Which all of the higher-level four 
capabilities depend. It can be seen that information assur 
ance 162 depends on interoperability 158, data management 
166 depends on information assurance 162, knoWledge 
management 172 depends on data management 166, and 
collaboration in communities of interest 176 depends on 
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knowledge management 172. In other words, all higher 
order NCO capabilities require at least interoperability 158, 
and possibly additional intermediary capabilities 104, to 
provide their capabilities. Accordingly, each row 160 in the 
capability relationship hierarchy 154 indicates an iteration 
sequence for self-healing and/or optimization, further 
described below, for the corresponding capability 104. 

[0065] A node 28 and/or application 34 may monitor an 
application control matrix 100 in order to detect changes, if 
any, in availability of resources 118 supporting one or more 
application capabilities 104. If no change is detected, the 
application 34 may continue to execute. If a change in a 
capability resource 118, &.g., a loss of data, a line drop, etc., 
is detected, the node 28 may ?rst verify conditions required 
to maintain a required probability of effectiveness for the 
affected application 34. Various implementations of prob 
abilities of effectiveness are described in Us. patent appli 
cation Ser. No. ll/367,240, entitled “Supporting Effective 
ness of Applications in a Network Environment”, the 
disclosure of which is incorporated herein by reference in its 
entirety. 

[0066] If the change is determined not to unacceptably 
reduce a required probability of effectiveness, the affected 
application 34 may continue to execute, even though one of 
its resources 118 might be diminished. In other implemen 
tations, it may be assumed that any detected change would 
be unacceptable. If, e.g., a probability of effectiveness has 
dropped to an unacceptable level, the node 28 and/or appli 
cation 34 may proceed to identify the change(s). Identi?ca 
tion begins at the lowest capability (e.g., interoperability 
158) and proceeds through all additional capabilities 104 (if 
any) of the application 34 to determine a cause for the 
capability change. 

[0067] An example shall now be described relative to an 
application 34 that uses a streaming video feed to supply 
data. The application utiliZes two capabilities: interoperabil 
ity and information assurance. Where a node 28 upon which 
the application is running has determined, e.g., from 
resource parameters 118 of a matrix 100 for the application, 
that a capability of the application 34 is no longer function 
ing, the node 28 begins at the lowest capability (interoper 
ability 158) to determine whether, e.g., a raw feed for the 
application 34 is working. If the raw feed is not working, the 
node 28 has found the source of the change. If the feed is 
working, the node 28 proceeds to check information assur 
ance 162, e.g., to check whether the application has access 
to a needed level of encryption. If a needed access is not 
available, the node 28 identi?es the lack of availability as the 
source of the capability change. When the change has been 
identi?ed, the node 28 commences a self-healing process in 
the following manner. 

[0068] Generally, the application host node 28 may nego 
tiate in the network-centric environment to resolve the 
change. Reference is made to Us. patent application Ser. 
No. ll/367,240, entitled “Supporting Effectiveness of 
Applications in a Network Environment”, the disclosure of 
which is incorporated herein by reference in its entirety. In 
patent application Ser. No. ll/367,240, methods and sys 
tems are described whereby network applications may nego 
tiate with one another to obtain network resources. In 
various implementations of the present disclosure, negoti 
ating may be performed among nodes 28 for various appli 
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cations 34 of the network 20 until, based on a probability of 
effectiveness, a given application 34 is provided with one or 
more network resources resolving, i.e., “healing”, a change 
detected in the given application’s capabilities. 

[0069] It should be noted that for each capability 104 
relative to which negotiation takes place, a healing resolu 
tion proposed through negotiation is required to be in 
accordance with (a) one or more performance parameters 
108 applicable to that capability, and (b) one or more 
priorities 150 applicable to that capability. It also should be 
noted that negotiating among nodes 28 and/or applications 
34 takes place in accordance with the prede?ned capability 
hierarchy 154, to ensure that a resolution of a capability 
change supports any and all capabilities 104 underlying a 
capability 104 for which the resolution is proposed. Thus 
negotiation begins with reference to the highest capability 
104 for which resolution is sought and is repeated for each 
underlying capability. (Where a resolution is sought only at 
the interoperability level, there is no underlying capability to 
check.) 
[0070] Consider an exemplary application, e.g., an 
encryption device that utiliZes only two NCO capabilities, 
interoperability 158 and information assurance 162, and that 
is determined to be no longer transmitting. Self-healing may 
take place as described in the ?ow diagram generally 
referred to in FIG. 4 by reference number 200. It is deter 
mined in step 208, e.g., by a node 28 hosting an application 
34 using the device, that the device is disabled due to a 
problem at the information assurance capability level. In 
step 212 the host node 28 negotiates with other nodes 28 at 
the same network level for a replacement resource (in this 
case, another encryption device) and locates a possible 
replacement device. In step 216 it is determined whether the 
proposed replacement device meets the disabled device KPP 
108 requirements at the information assurance capability 
level 162. If the information assurance KPPs for the replace 
ment device are not acceptable, then in step 212 negotiation 
continues until another possible replacement device is 
located. If in step 216 the information assurance KPPs for 
the replacement device are determined to be acceptable, then 
in step 220 information assurance priorities 150 for the 
replacement device are compared with those of the disabled 
device. If the replacement device information assurance 
priorities 150 are not acceptable, then in step 224 the host 
node 28 determines, e.g., by a request to a human com 
mander, whether a lower priority would be acceptable or a 
higher priority might be assigned. If not, then negotiation 
may resume in step 212. 

[0071] If the replacement device information assurance 
priorities 150 are acceptable, then any underlying capabili 
ties (in this case, only interoperability 158) remain to be 
checked, to complete the determination as to whether the 
proposed device is acceptable. Accordingly, in step 230 it is 
determined whether the proposed replacement device meets 
the disabled device KPP 108 requirements at the interoper 
ability capability level 158. If the interoperability KPPs for 
the replacement device are not acceptable, then negotiation 
may continue in step 212 until another possible replacement 
device is located. 

[0072] It should be noted generally that it may be possible 
to propose a reduction in KPP functionality level as a 
possible healing solution, although such a reduction might 
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not be acceptable depending on the particular application for 
which healing is sought. If in step 230 the interoperability 
KPPs for the replacement device are determined to be 
acceptable, then in step 234 interoperability priorities 150 
for the replacement device are compared with those of the 
disabled device. If the replacement device interoperability 
priorities 150 are not acceptable, then in step 238 the host 
node 28 determines, e.g., by a request to a human com 
mander, whether a lower priority would be acceptable or a 
higher priority to access the resource could be assigned. If 
not, then negotiation may resume in step 212. Although not 
shown in FIG. 4, negotiation (and possibly the application 
34 needing the encryption device) may be terminated if a 
required probability of effectiveness is determined not to be 
met. If interoperability priorities 150 are acceptable, then in 
step 242 the replacement device may be deemed appropriate 
for use by the application. 

[0073] Numbers of iterations are determined by capability. 
Where, e.g., a resolution is sought at the communities-of 
interest capability level 176, ?ve iterations, one for each 
capability 104, would be performed (as indicated in the 
communities-of-interest row 160 of the hierarchy 154) 
instead of the foregoing two iterations shown in FIG. 4. 
Similarly, where a resolution is sought at the knowledge 
management capability level 172, four iterations would be 
performed (in the order indicated in the knowledge man 
agement row 160 of the hierarchy 154). It should be noted 
that in various implementations, the foregoing self-healing 
process can take place across network boundaries and net 
work layers. 

[0074] When a node 28 detects a change, for example, 
caused by the transfer of the encryption device to the host 
node 28 as previously described with reference to FIG. 4, 
network optimiZation may be triggered. Generally, each 
node 28 may use a control matrix 100 to track changes for 
all of its hosted applications 34. Ahost node 28 may evaluate 
its resource usage (collective or for a given hosted applica 
tion) to determine whether to perform optimiZation. This 
evaluation may be performed through ad hoc modeling of 
the network 20 by each capability, at the application level. 

[0075] A simpli?ed diagram of ad-hoc modeling is indi 
cated generally in FIG. 5 by reference number 300. Inputs to 
capability-speci?c processing 308 include a capability-spe 
ci?c dynamic model 316, capability-speci?c model input 
data 324, and real-time system data 330. In capability 
speci?c processing 308, real-time system data 330, e.g., 
sampled from activity of a given application 34, may be 
evaluated relative to data produced using the dynamic model 
316 and model input data 324. As further described below, 
one or more performance parameters, which are speci?c to 
a given application and to a given capability, condition 
activity of the application and are used as criteria for 
evaluating the activity of that application on a capability 
speci?c basis. 

[0076] Network optimiZation may be performed by sub 
stantially constant ad-hoc negotiation among nodes, 
between their controlling environment register modules, to 
optimiZe all capabilities. The network 20 includes at least 
one master resource matrix of a master register module for 
use in resource utiliZation management. A master resource 
matrix may be con?gured based on resource needs of each 
NCO core capability in the network 20. A master resource 
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matrix may be con?gured as speci?c to a particular network 
level. Additionally or alternatively, a master resource matrix 
may re?ect a plurality of network levels. One example of a 
master control/resource matrix is indicated generally in 
FIGS. 7A and 7B by reference number 370. 

[0077] As resources are balanced during network optimi 
Zation, for each NCO capability that uses the same resource, 
e.g., RAM, that resource usage, e.g., RAM usage, is summed 
with that of usage by all other capabilities requesting that 
resource. Summing is performed for three usage levels: (1) 
summing of all minimum resources to operate that capability 
at a lowest functional level (which may be too low); (2) 
summing of nominal operating resource requirements for a 
functional level currently planned for use; and (3) summing 
of worst-case resource requirements, that is, the highest 
requirements based on an extreme functionality level. This 
summing may be tracked in a matrix for each resource 
parameter 118, for example, for RAM as shown in Table 1. 
Each additional resource being balanced has a matrix similar 
to that shown in Table 1. 

TABLE 1 

Resource parameter matrix for RAM. 

Minimum Nominal Maximum 

Interoperability 2 3 4 
Information 3 3 4 
Assurance 
Data 5 7 8 
management 
Knowledge 6 7 9 
management 
Collaboration in 3 3 6 
communities of 
interest 

Totals 1 9 20 3 l 

[0078] Thus an exemplary range of all resource require 
ments for RAM is given by (19min, ZODOmiDaI, 31Worst Case). 
This range may be compared to actual resources currently 
available, say, 24 units. In the present example, the network 
could operate with this proposed solution, but only if it tags 
the solution to let the requesting capabilities know they must 
run at a restricted level, since the worst case solution 
exceeds current available resources. If this proposal allows, 
e.g., an application success probability above a prede?ned 
minimum, this resource optimiZation may be accepted and 
control proceeds to the next resource for balancing. Gener 
ally, proposals may be conveyed back and forth, e.g., 
between interconnected network levels until a solution that 
?ts all identi?ed resources is shown to also support a ?nal 
closed-set optimiZation solution. Negotiation may be per 
formed up a network chain, but a proposed solution is 
con?rmed at each applicable capability level lower than the 
one at which the solution is proposed. Cross communication 
may be managed, e.g., by a master control module which 
handles all inter-module communication. 

[0079] Continuing a previous example, when an encryp 
tion device application 34 is running in the network 20, it 
utiliZes network resources, e. g., processing, bandwidth, stor 
age and/or one or more I/O ports. In the present exemplary 
implementation, network resource usage by the encryption 
device application 34 is sampled and evaluated with refer 
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ence to each of the tWo capabilities of the application 34. For 
example, resource utilization data for the application 34 is 
input ?rst to interoperability-speci?c ad-hoc modeling and 
interoperability-speci?c processing for the application 34 as 
previously described With reference to FIG. 3. Interoper 
ability-speci?c KPPs 108 are used as criteria for evaluating 
the resource utiliZation. The resource utiliZation data then is 
input to information assurance-speci?c ad-hoc modeling and 
information assurance-speci?c processing for the applica 
tion 34, and information assurance-speci?c KPPs are used as 
criteria for evaluating the resource utiliZation. The resource 
parameters 118 of the application control matrix 100 are 
updated to re?ect static and dynamic modeling and capa 
bility processing results. In such manner, netWork resource 
usage by the application 34 can be apportioned among the 
application’s netWork capabilities. 

[0080] Anode 28 may perform optimiZation in accordance 
With one implementation of a method indicated generally in 
FIG. 6 by reference number 400. In step 404, it is determined 
that a healed resolution to a capability change has been 
found (and may have been found in another netWork.). In 
step 408, the node 28 uses matrix 100 data and the foregoing 
modeling process(es) to determine Whether the resolution 
can be optimiZed. If yes, then in step 412 the node 28 seeks 
and negotiates for appropriate optimiZing resource(s) in the 
netWork 20. When such resource(s) are proposed, the node 
28 in step 416 performs balancing of the proposed 
resource(s) through interoperability-speci?c static and 
dynamic modeling as previously described. If the resources 
are balanced, then in step 420 it is determined Whether the 
balanced resource(s) have an acceptable interoperability 
priority. If no, then control returns to step 412 and further 
negotiations are performed. If the interoperability priority is 
acceptable, then in step 424 the node performs balancing of 
the proposed resource(s) through information-assurance 
speci?c static and dynamic modeling as previously 
described. If the resources are not balanced, then control 
returns to step 412 and further negotiations are performed. 
If the resources are balanced, then in step 428 it is deter 
mined Whether the balanced resource(s) have an acceptable 
information assurance priority. If no, then control returns to 
step 412 and further negotiations are performed. If the 
information assurance priority is acceptable, then in steps 
436 and 440 a second iteration of interoperability processing 
is performed, as it Was in steps 416 and 420. It should be 
noted that numbers of iterations are determined by capabil 
ity. Where, e.g., a resolution is sought at the data manage 
ment capability level 176, data management processing 
Would be performed after interoperability processing and 
information assurance processing as shoWn in steps 416, 
420, 424 and 428. Upon successful performance of data 
management processing, information assurance processing 
Would again be performed, folloWed by interoperability 
processing. 

[0081] It should be noted that in various implementations, 
the present optimiZation process takes place across netWork 
boundaries and netWork layers. In step 444, it is determined 
Whether optimiZation is to be performed in a higher-level 
netWork that includes the netWork 20 as a node. If yes, then 
negotiation is performed in steps 448 and then 412 With the 
higher-level netWork. If in step 448 it is determined that 
there are no higher-level netWorks, then closure of optimi 
Zation is determined to have been achieved. 
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[0082] The foregoing methods and systems de?ne a capa 
bility framework for self-healing and netWork optimiZation, 
thereby addressing netWork health issues, including but not 
limited to degraded performance. Various implementations 
can provide an ability to locate and reacquire lost assets and 
other resources, and to quickly reconstruct an application on 
the ?y using allocated and reallocated resources. On-the-?y 
resource allocation and balancing can be performed. Com 
mander input at substantially all enterprise levels can be 
minimiZed under combat conditions, and probability of 
success running real-time applications over netWorks can be 
enhanced. 

[0083] While various embodiments have been described, 
those skilled in the art Will recogniZe modi?cations or 
variations Which might be made Without departing from the 
present disclosure. The examples illustrate the various 
embodiments and are not intended to limit the present 
disclosure. Therefore, the description and claims should be 
interpreted liberally With only such limitation as is necessary 
in vieW of the pertinent prior art. 

What is claimed is: 

1. A method of managing a netWork including a plurality 
of nodes and a plurality of applications of the nodes, the 
method comprising: 

con?guring a plurality of nodes and a plurality of appli 
cations of the netWork to refer to the same frameWork 
of prede?ned netWork capabilities; 

con?guring each of the applications to implement one or 
more of the capabilities; 

con?guring each of the applications to negotiate, as to 
each of the one or more capabilities, With the nodes to 
obtain a netWork resource to support the one or more 

capabilities; and 

con?guring each node to negotiate, after an application 
obtains a netWork resource, With other nodes to opti 
miZe netWork resource allocation. 

2. The method of claim 1, Wherein con?guring each node 
to negotiate to optimiZe netWork resource allocation com 
prises con?guring each node to negotiate as to each capa 
bility With the other nodes. 

3. The method of claim 1, Wherein con?guring each node 
to negotiate to optimiZe netWork resource allocation com 
prises con?guring each node to use modeling of the pre 
de?ned netWork capabilities to evaluate resource allocation 
to each capability. 

4. The method of claim 3, Wherein each node is con?g 
ured to use the modeling to obtain static and dynamic 
balance of the resources. 

5. The method of claim 1, further comprising con?guring 
each node to negotiate as to the capabilities in the same 
predetermined capability order. 

6. The method of claim 1, Wherein each of the applica 
tions is con?gured to implement one or more of the capa 
bilities subject to one or more prede?ned capability-speci?c 
performance parameters, and a netWork resource is obtained 
to support the one or more capabilities in accordance With 
one or more of the one or more performance parameters. 
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7. A network comprising: 

a plurality of nodes and a plurality of applications of the 
nodes, each node and application con?gured to refer to 
the same framework of prede?ned network capabili 
ties; 

each application further con?gured to implement one or 
more of the capabilities subject to one or more perfor 
mance parameters prede?ned for the one or more 
application capabilities; 

each node further con?gured to: 

negotiate, as to each of the capabilities, with other 
nodes to obtain network resources to support one or 
more of the capabilities in accordance with one or 
more of the one or more performance parameters; 
and 

negotiate, as to each capability, with other nodes to 
optimiZe network resource allocation after a network 
resource is obtained to support one or more of the 

capabilities. 
8. The network of claim 7, wherein each node is con?g 

ured to use modeling of the prede?ned network capabilities 
to evaluate resource allocation to each capability. 

9. The network of claim 8, wherein each node is con?g 
ured to use the modeling to obtain static and dynamic 
balance of the resources. 

10. The network of claim 7, wherein each node is con 
?gured to evaluate a priority associated with one of the 
capabilities to optimiZe the network resource allocation. 

11. A network comprising: 

a plurality of nodes and a plurality of applications of the 
nodes, each node and application con?gured to refer to 
the same framework of prede?ned network capabili 
ties; 

each application further con?gured to implement one or 
more of the capabilities subject to one or more perfor 
mance parameters prede?ned for the one or more 
application capabilities; 

each node further con?gured to: 

for each capability, determine a cumulative value of 
resource allocation to the applications; and 

negotiate, for each capability, with other nodes to 
optimiZe the cumulative value. 

12. The network of claim 11, wherein each node is further 
con?gured to modify a functionality level of an application 
to optimiZe the cumulative value. 

Nov. 29, 2007 

13. The network of claim 11, wherein each node is further 
con?gured to modify usage of a resource to optimiZe the 
cumulative value. 

14. The network of claim 13, wherein the resource is one 
of bandwidth, storage, processing and an input/output port. 

15. The network of claim 11, wherein each application is 
further con?gured to negotiate for a change in allocation of 
a resource to a capability of the application in accordance 
with the one or more performance parameters. 

16. A method of optimizing a network including a plu 
rality of applications, the method comprising: 

for each application: 

specifying one or more performance parameters for 
each capability attributed to the application from a 
prede?ned set of capabilities; and 

for each attributed capability, assigning one or more 
network resources to the application; 

for each capability in the prede?ned set, determining a 
cumulative value of resource usage for each network 
resource assigned to the applications; and 

for one capability in the prede?ned set, modifying a 
functionality level of one of the performance param 
eters to optimiZe the cumulative value. 

17. The method of claim 16, further comprising using 
capability-based modeling to determine the cumulative 
value of resource usage. 

18. A method of optimizing a network having a plurality 
of applications, each application having one or more differ 
ent capabilities, each capability supported by one or more 
resources, the method comprising: 

identifying one or more performance parameters for each 
capability; 

assigning one or more functionality levels for each capa 
bility; 

assigning a priority for each resource of each capability; 

in a prede?ned order, selecting a capability across the 
applications in the network; and 

negotiating for a resource with other applications in the 
network to acquire the resource for the selected capa 
bility based on each performance parameter, one of the 
functionality levels, and a priority corresponding to the 
resource. 


